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“But if the Spirit of Him that raised up Jesus from the dead dwell 
in you, he that raised up Christ from the dead shall also quicken your 
mortal bodies by his Spirit that dwellethin you:’ Romans vu. 11. 

“But ye know him, for he dwelleth with you, and shall be in yous” 
Joun xvi. 17. 

“Whose heart the Lord opened, that she attended to the things which 
were spoken by Paul:” Acts xvi. 14. 


It is through the instrumentality of the word of God that the moral 
image of his Maker is restored to the soul of man from which it has 
been obliterated; but this result is attained by the reception of that 
word as a whole—and not by the apprehension of one of its parts only. 
The word of God consists of facts, doctrines, precepts, promises, and 
prophecies. Any system of theology, omitting or underrating either of 
these constituent parts of the divine word, is either essentially or pro- 
portionably defective. The doctrines are based upon the facts—the 
precepts are upheld by the doctrines—the promises are attached to the 
fulfilment of the precepts—and the prophecies encircle the whole with 
irrefragable attestations of divinity. It is true that it is the glory of 
Christianity that its disciples are called upon to believe no doctrine 
which is not based upon fact—but it is equally true, that facts are of 
value only as they, directly, or indirectly support the doctrines which 
respectively are based upon them. The facts are made known unto 
us for the sake of the doctrines connected with them. Take for instance 
the most interesting of all facts—the crucifixion of Jesus Christ. The 
Jfact is that Christ was crucified—the doctrine is that he died for our 
sins. Of what interest is the fact without the doctrine? 
nian admits the fact as fully as the Christian who humbly relies om 
the all-atoning sacrifice; but he denies the doctrine of the atonement; 
and thereby annihilates, as far as he is concerned. the value of the fact: 
It is true facts constitute the foundation: it is no less true that the doe- 
trines are the main timbers of the temple of truth for which the founda- 


he Soci- 


*T he author is desirous it should be understood that as the discourse was 
chiefly extempore, he does not vouch for all the illustrations of the points ad- 
vanced, being identical with those delivered from the pulpit. Having, howev 


© some brief notes, he is confident he has not varied from the arguments ad- 
uced. 
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ties was laid. 1: is true facts are the bones of the system; it is no less 


true that doctrines are the Muscles W they will never be- 
come secure and rative either for our own or others’ good 

The perfect harmony ar the beaut & Proportions of divine tr th 
should doubtless be embodied in U x¢ discharge of ministerial la- 
bours; and mn 4h occa" a hike the | ent, a difficulty is frequently expe- 
neneed » : ¢ individual ap sted to speak before his brethren im se 
lecting from the wide range of scripture truth an appropriat subject. 
At atime, bowerer, + wi rstended efforts are making to under 
value the importance of the doct sof Sacred Writ, by altogether 
desying them to be o! ts of faith, and by stigmatising them as “mere 
opin a8" n t : meuttable to direct our attention 
to that por 3 — re : The same circumstances also 


I i trod en the « emnunticae 


tion of 1Ac pers 2 = sof the HI ly Spirit, to in 


@uce the sinner to repent and elieve in Christ, as one peculiarly 
claiming our consideration pot only on account of its essential charact« 
bat of the persevering boldness with which it has been attacked by 


Somme, and the craity simuceity by whix 


h it has been atte mnpted to be 


und+ rm it er 
Woald the lw ir tim vitted, it might have heen 
ble - : ; . " 
desirable to hav ; land Di- 
~ ; < ; 
vine characte : ; at such an 


appropriation . tha <a : ast would be j nven wv 
ent; and t ; ' ire t ' 


us ith on these points being gene . 
rally 1 ; ceed to notice, 
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2. Ma operat "4 

3. Hisopere ton disp 


1. In conten plating the opera ¢ of the Holy Spirit on matter, 
ne pre 3° ateres zt rye, that his agency in ite formation 
“uw affir . red historian in the very commens ement of hw 
Barraton ; rit (sod moved upon the face of the waters 
(Gea. i : . writer in his unrivalled biography of the most 
patient r : seeures Gs, that, “by bes Spiret he hath garnished 
the hearens cxvi. 13.) It was undeniably the same almighty 


8 effecting the Tarioags miracles, no less 


levely ia theer maaifestanon of benevolence, than magnificent 
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our Lord and his 
attributed by the 
our Lord charged 


their exhibition of power, which were wrought by 
apostles; for, when these glorious effects had been 
malignity of the pharisees to demoniacal influence, 
them with blasphemy against the Holy Ghost; in which allegation 
there could be no possible propriety, unless the miracles thas attribut- 
ed to Satan were the work of the Spirit. While on this point, it would 
be criminally unfaithful were I to pass over the solemn warning fur- 
nished by our Lord’s awful denunciation, that whosoever was guilty of 
“blasphemy against the Holy Ghost it should not be forgiven him.” 
Far be it from me, to alarm the timid by encouraging 89 idea, that 
they have been guilty of the unpardonable sin; there is no such dan- 
ger on their part; but I would most affectionately urge on the minds of 
my hearers, how nearly the sin of claiming that faith on which ever- 
lasting life and glory are made to depend, as the act of our own minds 
unaided by any personal or effectual influence of the Spirit of God, 
may approximate both in its necessary influence on the heart, and in 
provoking the just displeasure of God, to that of the Jews who attri- 


buted his agency on matter to Patan. The difference is only this; 
they attributed his glorious operations t0 evil spirits—the upholders 
of this doctrine to evil men. I will not say the Holy Spirit is equally, 
but he is immeasurably dishonoured in both; and the danger is too 
great not to make every thinking mind, much more every sincere chris- 
tian, consider most deliberately and solemnly before he either adopts 
sentiments, or associates himself with individuals, who may, by any 
possibility, lead him to the commission, or even lay him open to the 
imputation, of such a spiritual atrocity. 

2. The influences of the Holy Spirit on the human intellect are no 
less wonderful in their character, and yet more interesting in their re- 
sults, than those we have already been contemplating. These influ- 
ences are evident in the communication to the mind of facts the 
knowledge of which had been lost, as well as in the revelation of those 
which, through a long series of ages, were yet to come; jn the instract- 
ing the minds of the inspired teachers, both of the old and new dis- 
pensations in the truths of God; in imparting the capability of speak- 
ing in languages of which the individuals thus inspired had pre- 
viously been entirely ignorant; and in other methods which the limits 
of asingle discourse will not permit to beentered upon. In some cases 
the form in which these communications respecting the past or future 
history of the world was communicated, is not stated; and where this 
is the ease to.attempt to supply it by conjecture, is perhaps both irrever- 
ent and vain. The prophetic jntimations were chiefly given by the 
medium of visions impressed by the Spirit on the imasinative faculty 
sometimes while the body was asleep, and other times in its waking 
hours. These visions, however, Were generally followed by explana- 
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tions conducted either with an audible voice, or by an intellectual pro- 
cess of which we are ignorant, but which produced the same results. 
The gift of tongues, is perhaps, though not the most important, yet 
the most striking of all the operations of the Spirit on the intellect of 
man. Far from consisting in the uttering of a few syllables or words 
in forms of sound never before heard ot, as now practised under the 
sanction of some excellent, but most unhappily deluded men, the gift 
of tongues was a miracle which enabled its possessor to make full use of 


the whole range of a language or languages well known to thousands or 
millions in the vicinity of the abode of the favoured minister of the 
gospel. How the human mind can be capable of such an instantaneous 
acquisition of knowledge, of sucha character and extent, is indeed amys- 
tery; but the fact is on that account neither less true, nor its existence 
less credible. 

The last kind of operation of the Spirit on intellect which it will be 
needful at this time to notice, is that of his teaching truth. This por- 
tion of his work, if less brilliant, 1s far more unportant than the form- 
er; since upon it the reliance of the church in all ages for the divine 


and infallible character of the doctrines tanght in the word of God 


has rested, and must of necessity rest; and in a degree proportioned to 


y concerning it been made plain. Our 
Lord, after informing his disciples t we 


they were at present unprepared to | and learn, assured them that 
he would send them the Holy Ghost, which should “tea 
things,” (John xiv. 26.) and should “guide” them “into all truth” (ch. 
xvi. 13.) To this operation of the Spirit of God I would invite your 
particular attention. In all the cases in which these promises were 
fulfilled, it is evident, that the human mind has been instructed in 
truth, without the agency of any written or oral « 
apostles eould not have been instructed by the 
they for the first time devel 

truths directly by the 5 e position, therefore 


: re, which has been 
assumed by some, that t influence of the Spirit on the human mind 


its importance has the testim 


re many things which 


sh” them “all 


mmunication. The 
forms of truth, which 
yped; they must have been taught these 


s 
x. 


in conversion, as distinct from the word 
with it. is not to be believed, because th 
stood, must be abandoned, or the inspiration of the New Testament must 


be given up; since if the influence of the Spirit contended for is denied, 
because the method of its 


ciple the divine 


however, acting in conjunction 


thod of it cannot be under- 


ion is not understood, on the same prin- 
naracter of the truths the apostles taught may as 
truly cease to be acknowledged, because the method of their ac- 
quirement cannot be ap; 


rehended Phe melancholy history of er- 
ror, fully attests the correctness of this assertion; how many who 
have commenced only with denying the necessity of the influence 


of the Spirit on their own hearts, have terminated in denying the 


aa er 
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inspiration of the epistles, and in regarding the gospels as the produc- 
tion of illiterate and ignorant men! : 

3. That class of operations of the Spirit the most interesting in its 
nature, and far the most momentous and glorious in its results, now 
remains to be noticed—that exertion of his power which affects the 
disposition, and consequently the moral character of man. It cannot 
failto be perceived in the operations on matter and intellect, that, 
whatever may have been the instrumentality employed, the Holy 
Spirit was the direct agent in these operations. Whether a man break 
a stone with the blow of a hammer, or melt gold by the power of fire, 
he is in either case, equally the agent who accomplishes these results, 
however different or even opposite the character of the instrumentality. 
The harmony of truth requires the same view with respect to the ope- 
rations of the Spirit; the work of the Spirit on matter and intellect 
has been seen to be personal and effectual—that on the disposition 
must be soalso. To believe the former and-not the latter, would be 
to assert that the material part of humanity was more susceptible 
of the operation of spirit than the spiritual; which must manifestly in 
its own nature possess a much greater adaptation to spiritual influence, 
than the material part of the human system. It is trae we have no 
idea of the method by which spirit operates direetly upon spirit; neither 
have we of the method by which spirit operates upon matter—as in 
the case of raising the arm of the body in obedience to the volition of 
the mind: nor indeed of the method in which spirit is operated upon by 
the expression of thought or sentiment. It can no more be developed 
how the oral or written expression of truth operates upon the mind, 
than how spirit operates upon spirit without such expression. Al} 
that can be affirmed in either case is, that the human mind is so con- 
stituted as to admit of such operations; and the proof in either case is 
to be derived not from the demonstration of the mode, but from evi- 
dence of the fact. I maintain that both facts exist, and that the evidence 
of the latter is as clear and satisfactory as that of the former. 

I by no means, however, design to affirm, that the word of truth, in 
its oral or written form is not the instrument ordinarily employed by 
the Spirit in his operations on the human mind; far less, that he ever 
communicates to the mind any other truths than are therein revealed: 
such an idea is the basis of all fanaticism; and is tantamount to a de- 
claration that the divine word is incomplete, and inadequate to the 
purposes for which it was designed. Were it to be admitted indeed, 
that the sacred scriptures are the instrumentality always employed, 
still the personal and effectual agency of the Spirit wherever spiritually 
good results are produced, is clearly necessary; but we are prepared 
to maintain that to limit the operations of the Spirit of God on the heart 
to the oral or written forms of truth, is both contrary to the nature of 
spiritual existence, to the analogy of the influence exercised by human 
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minds on each other, to the experience of Christians in all ages, and to 
the testimony and examples of sacred writ. The presence of the 
Holy Spirit in the heart, separately from the scriptures, is of more ¥! 
tal consequence than many are apt to perceive; the truth can only be 
justly said to be present with us, w 


wi when we are “in remembrance” of it 
Is there any Christian who will villing to limit the indwelling of 


the Spirit spoken ol in the text even to his believing the word wl 


} 1 er 
presented to the mind? But if the Spirit of God be in the heart *, n 
the word is not ent to the memory, then the distinctive possession 
and operation of the Spirit is clearly proved. Even 


, however, were 


ita that the Spirit of God was never presentwith, or acting on 
the 1 1. when the word oral or written was not, whatever other 
valu d tight be affected, that the personal and direct 
agency of the Spirit would remain untouched. The cir imstance of 
the instrumentality employed by@the Spirit in his operations on the 
disposition being apparent, so far from 


the Spirit 


diminishing the evidence of 
the agent, manifestly c 


nfirms the fact; the “sword 
of the Spirit” is not only made by him, but exercised by him also. 
The operati 


ns of the Spirit on the disposition are indeed of a va- 


riety ¢ vensurate with the diversified states of feeling of which the 

human mind is capable; they may, however, be marily comprehend- 

ed by the terms 7 ration and sanctification;* or the pr nluction of 

repentance, faith, and obedience. As the remainder of this discourse 

w le edt delineation and the proof of the influences of the 
ution, I 


shall only here refer to some of those pas 
hich assert them to be the agency by which 
y vy 


id life are also produced.—We cannot help 


observing with delight, that the very title bestowed on the Spirit 
1s descriptive if his agency in this ble d work. i conquerors have 
re ed err tit f i the most celebrated of their achieve ments, 
the triumphs of the Almighty conqueror of depravity in the haman 
lee in udded to the y of name, and he is not only the Ho- 


ly Spirit, but the S f Holiness, BR 
“But ye are not im the flesh, but in th 
of God dwell ix you. Now, if any ma e not the Spirit hee 
Sut if the Sy 
the dead dwell in you he 


if so be that the Spint 


he is none of his. 


: irit of him that raised up Jesus from 
that raised up Christ from the dead shall 


quick n your mortal bodies by his Spirit that dwelleth in you. For if 
after the fle 


the deeds of 


as 


shall die; but if ye thr ugh the Spirit do 
the body, ve shall live. For a8 many as are 


the Spirit of G id. they are the sons of God. For ye have 


reived (he yurit 


f bondage again to fear; but ye have received 


*l bx the ideas 


net : 
anders 


igned to be conveyed by these terms are sti ll generally 
ing the attempts which have recently been made to 
rofusion of words respect 


confuse the mind by a 


ing thet 
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the Holy Spirit, whereby we cry, Abba, Father.”—Rom. viii. 13—15.— 
“Where the Spirit of the Lord is, there is liberty,” 2 Cor. iti. 17.—“For 
we, through the Spirit do wait tor the hope of righteousness by faith;” 
Gal. v.:5.—“But the fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, peace; long-suf- 
fering, gentleness, goodness, faith,” verse 99.—-“We both have access 
by one Spirit to the Father,” Eph. u. 18.—“in whom ye also are build- 
ed together for a habitation of God through the Spirit,” verse 2-- 
“Praying always with all prayer and supplication in the Spirit,” Eph. 
vi. 18.—God hath from the beginning chosen you to salvation, through 
sanctification of the Spirit and belief of the truth,” 2 Thess. ii. 13. 
“Elect according to the foreknowledge of God the Father, through 
sanctification of the Spirit, unto obedience and sprinkling of the blood 
of Jesus Christ.” 1 Pet. i. 2.—“Seeing you have purified your soul 
in obeying the truth, through the Spirit,” verse 22.—* Know ye 
not that ye are the temple of God, and that the Spirit of God 
dwelleth in you?” 1 Cor. iii. 16.—“And such were some of you: but ye 
ate washed, but ye are sanctified, but ye are justified 


Lord Jesus, and by the Spirit of our God.” 1 Cor 


know ye not that your body"ts the temple of the Holy 


in you, which ye have of Go J. and ye are not you 


“Forasmuch as ye are manifestly declared to be the ep 


: 


ministered by us, written not with ink, but with the Spr 


God: not in tables of stone, but in flesh!} tables of the heart 

“And the disciples were filled with joy, and with the 

xiii. 52.—“In the comfort of the Holy Ghost.” Acts x%.20-——"4 : 
God is shed abroad in our hearts by the Holy Ghost,” Ror “3 


our gospel came not unto you in word only, but aiso am | 
the Holy Ghost,” 1 Thess. i. 5—‘“Praying 10 the Holy Gh 

The foregoing is but a selection from the abundance of testumany 
with which the word of God teems, to the fact, that the Holy Spirit 
is the great agent in the sanctification of men. There are but two 
ways to evade the force of these passages—to limit their applica- 
tion to an age of miracles, or to affirm that they are metaphorical, and 
that literally the word is the sole agent in producing all these results. 
Is it possible that any man, having read these passages can put sucha 
construction upon them, and yet ask to be regarded as a christian? 
That attempts to maintain these positions have been made, the history 
of the past, and present circumstances, alike testify. How widely and 
how currently such notions as—that the word is the Spirit—orthat it is 
inseparably connected with jt—or invariably accompanied by it—that 
the Spirit influences us by the word only as we may each other by @ 
letter; or that the Spirit is in the word as a man’s spirit is in his writ- 
ings—and such like approximations to blasphemy, have been circulated 
in this State, if the speaker can form but an imperfect, it is yeta lament- 


able see To any who may have received Such ideas he would 
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suggest the question, by what agency do they expect the resurrection 
of their bodies will be « flected It j = Rem. viii. 
11.) that “he that raised up Cl of - ’ _ cn 
your mortal bodies / 
this Spit be the word—it the Bible 


tion! It is presumed, that px tertair 
ful to give directions th: 

It would appear, how ’ 
not answering the expectations of it lvocates, it is now to undergo a 
new modification. We are in future to be allowed to believe that the 
Spirit of God d s in uptized belie y, even as 
dwells in his d that ve, j ‘ and all 


rror in this form, 


i man’s spirit 


] , 2nd all good works are 
the cons yu @ eand faith are per 
formed by rithout . except the com 


munication of the iact s the ‘ er 16 to 
believe; an error equ tructi ' y wh it 
though happily less dangerous as to it laptat t n the assent of 
the understanding unt of it \ ity. 

Before proceeding to refute by estab sa the fact of the 


existence of the work of the § ' ' roduct f re : 


ent 
: 


re eived, 


ince and 
faith, it may be desirable to take a ’ tf the nature i that 
work; since mistaken idk n th ' pr 
evils of an opposite character, but often ndonment of the 
truth itself, with which they have uob y bes sociated. Let 


serious 


us 
therefore, consider, 

iW. Tx < CON : 

1. ktdoes {< : fofa fa y of the mind 


nol already | ¢ I : te to understand, 
to love, and to determ i | evi to understand, t 


love, and to determine that whic j I work of the S 

rit, all w sit, ; No ravity of 
mind is o fest f h it ought to do. 
But no man fad bataman 
ought to do he 


1s lacullies 
be limited, haas « work of the 
Spirit to create gatior re of obligations 


already justly claimed. {t 


re, hie work to create facul- 
ties, because to create fa 


ow ' to create obligations, 
Again, that t faculties nec to moral acts, 


dently « ft : tion of Spirit is clearly evinced by the 
fact, that men d l of the § ure called on to exercise them, and 
are conde tor ; } [ e that God calls on men 
to exercise pow ; to re Him whose wisdom 
is perfect with inconceivable folly; but to represent the “Judge of all the 
earth,” who mfallibly “does right,” as making everlasting punishment 


exist indepen 
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lusion, may justly be classed, as far as its accessibility to argument is 
concerned, with the “east wind.”—Repentance and faith, I appre hend 
are not “dead works;” that is, are not works performed in a state of spi- 


ritual death, They are actionsof the mind; they are sjarulually & od ac- 


Lionas; but action implies lif previously existing. Accor the 


Apostle tells us that those who were “dead,” w 


“quickened,” that 1s 
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made alive: “For I know” ( ays Paul to the Romans, ch. vii. ver. 15:) 
“chat in me, that is in my flesh, dwelleth no good thing.” Now repen- 
tance and faith are spiritual actions commanded by God; to maintain 
that God commands any thing but what is good, is blasphemy more di- 
rect than I am persuaded the minds of any of my hearers, under what- 
ever training they may have been, will be willing to adopt: repentance 
and faith must be admitted to be good, and therefore they do not 
dwell in the flesh. To be “in the flesh.”is to be without the Spirit, 
The expression is used for exactly this purpose by Paul throughout the 
nextchapter. “There is therefore now no condemnation to them which 
are in Christ Jesus, who walk not after the flesh. but after the Spirit. 
For they that are after the flesh do mind the things of the flesh: but they 
that are after the Spirit, the things of the Spirit. So then they that are 
in the flesh cannot please God. But ye are not in the flesh, but in the 
Spirit, if so be that the Spirit of God dwell in you. Now, if any man 
haye not the Spirit of Christ, he is none of his—Romans viii. 1, 5, 8, 9. 
Are repentance a nd faith pleasing to God? Certain|y—for he has com- 
manded them: then rusy anz NEVER pone sy THOSE IN THE FLESH. 
“So they that are in the fleshcannot please God.” But those who are no 
in the flesh are in the Spirit; “But ye are not in the flesh, but in the Spi- 
rit;” aud those who are in the Spirit, have the Spirit in them; “If so be 
that the Spirit of God dwell in you.” The case therefore stands as 
clear as the sun in its meridian glory; those only who have the “Spirit 
dwelling” in them, are “in the Spirit;” those only who are in the Spiri¢ 
do any thing to “please God:” repentance and faith do “please God;” 
therefore, repentance and faith are performed only by those who have 
the Spirit dwelling in them. Will any man then ask you, brethren, to be 
acknowledged as a Christian who owns that his repentance and faith 
did Not result from the indwelling of the Spirit of God? If it should 
be the case I trust he will ask in vain. 

If I pursue this subject further it is scarcely because | entertain ¢ 
hope that any person not yielding to the assertions of divine truth al_ 
ready quoted will be convinced; but rather for the purpose of manifest 
ing (o our minds the wisdom and goodness of G od, in defending so vita] 
@ point with bulwarks so numerous and impregnable. With this yiew 
I observe, that the fact of the effectual and personal influence of the 
Spirit in conversion is maintained. 

2. By the express connection of conversion with the divine de 


termi. 
nation, Like other intelligent gents, what God does he pp 


edeter- 


“@ 


mines todo. (Strictly speaking, | apprehend, God may be said to deter- 
mine only his own actions, and to foreknow the actions of others. Ina 
secondary sense however, God is justly said to determine to do 
what he influences men to do.) A¢ what God does he determines to do, 
$0 what he determines to do, that he does. I am aware there are cases 
of evil, where God is figuratively said to do, that which he permits to 
be done; but the case about to be adduced, manifestly cannot be thus 
disposed of; the transaction is one in which no reason exists, why the 
connection of the Deity with it should be changed into a permissive 
character only; on the contrary, the act in question is one which God 
promises to do, “I will put a right spiritin you,” &c. and one which he 
claims to himself, “not of yourselves; it is the gift of God” It ig 
asserted, (Acts xiii. 45) that “as many as were ordained (TeTa@yevot) 
to eternal life believed.” The believing on which eternal life de- 
pends, must masifestly be included in the ordination, that assures 
eternal life itself. 

This is apparent from the construction of the sentence. It is 
not said, “and as many as believed were ordained to eternal life;"— 
in that case, indeed, the ordination to eternal life might be said to 
be the consequence of believing; but I may appeal to every candid 
person who understands the principles common to all languages, 
whether the construction used by the inspired writer, does not inevita- 
bly involve the idea that the believing here spoken of resulted from the 
fact of the individual's being ordained, and not the ordination from the 
fact of believing. If this be the case, as undoubtedly it is, the only 
method by which the being “ordamed” of God, can rationally be con- 
nected with “believing,” is the predetermination of God to induce faith 

‘in the mind of the persons spoken of. This believing is, a good work 

jn the heart of man; and the agency which God employs to effect good 
operations in the heart of man is the Holy Spirit. No one questions 
ghat if faith be personally effected in the heart by God, that his Spirit 
is the agent; the whole question (and it is avital one) is, whether the 
act ofbelieving be eflected by God at all, or whether he only furnishes 
the “fact,” and the “testimony” which are believed. 

{ am aware that this passage has been found to press so heavily on 
more errors than one, that a desperate effort has been made to evade 
its force by asserting that the Greek word rendered “ordained,” may be 
rendered “disposed” or “inclined.” | shall cut this matter short by de- 
pying it in the most unqualified manner; and by challenging any indi- 
vidual to bring @ single instance tro any writer, sacred or profane, in 
which the word TETAYMEVOL, o¢ any of the derivates of the verb Tagow 
are ever used in the sense of inclined: tll then I must indulge a 
painful regret, that any theologian should so far become blinded to what 
is due to honesty itself, as to make such af assertion. 

8. The influence of the Holy Spirit in conversion, that is, in pro- 


15 
ducing repentance and faith, may be affirmed from the continually re- 
peated assertions in St ripture of ita luence im of sanctifica- 
lion, A sufficient selection « fy ges ” writ to sustain the 
Work of the Spirit in sanctifying the ever, has a y been produc- 
ed, under the third particular of the first general division of Us dis- 


the more so, 2S 


course; and therefore, it is unnecessary to repeat them; the m 

the foremost in the cause of error, are content apparently to rein in 
their steed, admit the indwelling of the Spirit in the baptized belierer, 
and confine their denial of his personal influence to the period before 


baptism; that period in which repentance and faith must, or at least, are 


commanded to be performed. The al 


as its impiety, has already been 
he needs to apologize to his hearers for introducing proof of character- 


istics so self-evident. The position controverted, then, is, thatthe per- 
Spirit are given, and therefore, 


sonal influence and indwelling of the § 


are necessary, to produce “love” and * .” expressly asserted to be the 


“fruits of the Spirit,” but are not nec afforded 
to produce repentance and faith. Now either the influences of the Spirit 
are necessary to produce love and v. they are not; ul they are np yt 
necessary, then God bestows a superfluous gift, which will be maintain- 


ed by none; if they are necessary then, in a spiritual sense, love and 


Joy never exist without them. But the advocates of this view maintain, 


that repentance and faith do exist without such influences; and there- 


fore, that repentance and faith do exist wit t lore and joy. True 


repentance existing without lore towards the Being whom we repent 


having offended; and fa:th in an almighty Sayiour—a faith having by 


shed to its possession—actually 


If this be not an absurdity, in 


his express declaration, eternal life at 
possessed without one particle of joy! 
what region is one to be found? 

But the impiety of this error exceeds its absurdity. 
Holy Ghost condescending to carry on the work which man has com- 
menced: it allots to man the more difficult, and therefore the more glo- 
rious part, and to God the in ferior,both in point of effort and of glory, 
It exhibits to us, man reflecting on his past conduct, taking just views of 
his relation and duty to God, expressing sincere sorrow for his ingratitude 
and rebellion, turning from his sins and the world to God, ex reising 
I } 


faith in the Lord Jesus, willing to obey him at the risk of all his earthly 


prospects, and even of hi 


It represents the 


. 10ut reference, in (the 
of this soul-damning error,) to “that 


words of one of the advocates 
fatal and immoral maxim i Pp 
operations are necessary to faith.”* Yes, this state of mind and conduct 
without the Spirit!—“the Holy Spirit is not given to men to make 


pular theology, that special spiritual 


“eThe Holy Spirit; a Discourse;” 45 Te-published in the Evangelist, Feb. 1833, 
p- 30.} 
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them believe and obey the gospel; but rather because they have be- 
lieved and obeyed the gospel."* Thus the “seeking first the ki 
of God;” the “agonizing to enter into the strait gate;” the “cutting 
the right arm,” and “the plucking out the right eye,” are the cause, not 
the consequence of the influences of the Spirit, being bestowed. In 
ancient times it was deemed blasphemy, if a man made himself 
equal with God; how are we to look upon these who make themselves 
' ~) 80 much his superior? 1 shall quote the words of our Lord, and leave 
them to your prayerful consideration, that we may keep at the utmost 
distance from its awful anathema, “Whosoever speaketh against the 
Holy Ghost, it shall not be forgiven him neither in this world neithet 
in the world to come.” Matt. xiii. 32f 
4. The fundamental truth we are maintaining, rests upon the expres? 
assertions of the divine oracles. Acts xvi. 14; as quoted at the head of 
this discourse, affirms that the Lord opened the heart of Lydia, that 
she attended—and that Paul spoke. The decisive character of this 
passage as ordinarily understood is apparent to every one. Two me- 
thods are adopted to evade its force; one to assert that Lydia was 
already a believer, and therefore, that though the operation of the Spizit 
is admitted, the case is not in point; the other that she was nota believer, 
and that the “opening” spoken of was not an operation of the Spirit, 
but an effect of some natural circumstances, as “curvosity” for mstance. 
That Lydia knew any thing of Jesus Christ before this time, is an un- 
warranted assumption (by no means a solitary one) of those who de- 
claim against every appearance of it in others. If “curiosity” opened 
the heart of Lydia, it is somewhat strange “the Lord” should be brought 
into connection with this state of mind; it bas generally and truly been 
held, that people who hear from curiosity only, seldom get much good- 
These contradictory methods of avoiding so plain a passage indicate @ 
' melancholy harmony of determination, to deprive, in any case, the Spitié 7 


*Ibid. p. 26. 


tities a circumstance of a character as extraordinary as it is di to 


erns, that many of those who coantenanee aad 

sintain aed preach (hat “there ts Bo 

Previews to baptism,” continue to deny that such 
ated by the individuals alladed to, Whether intent or not, 

there must be great deception practised, and great delusion prod oe 7 
course. Esther the personal infucnces of the Spirit are Rec Le 
repeataoce and faith, or they are now if they of course no person can 
saved without repentance and faith produced by How any individuals, 
who b-lievwe Uthat these influences are nix essary, can by their presence, counte- 
nance, and fellowship, support those who deay this essential doctrine, must be 
matter alike of grief and amazement to every Sincere Christian. pie 
them to separate themselves from the unclean thing: —"He that baddeth 
God speed is partaker of his evil deeds.” —2 John IL. That Mc, Cosmpies 
@oes still maiatain thw ruinoas error, is unbappuy. too manifest to mong 
doubt from the following passages in his Extra, No. VI. dated Aug 1 
“That we may, in the light of truth, ascertain the true and heaven- 
trine of regeneration, we shall cautiously survey the whole process as 
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of the Lord of the glory d : s nam WwW l, and 
who is Apollos, but ministers by whom yé : even é Lord 
cet ‘ 
gave to every man? So th neither is it pia any thing, 
neither he that watereth; but God that giveth t rease;” I Cor. u 


5—7.—“Ye believed, according as the Lord gave to eve 
did the Lord give? Faith. “For who maketh thee to differ [rom ano- 


ther? and what hast thou that thou didst not receis now, 


1 Cor: 


receive it why dost thou glory, as if thou hadst not receive 

iv. 7.—“Out of the mouth of two or three witnesses ery word shall be 
established.” Other passages might be brought, but one moreshall suffice. 
“by grace ye are saved tl faith; and that o yurselves, it ts the 
gift of God.” Suppose it could be found out that in some esteem land 


ancient manuscripts this passage, read “and that of yourselves, i 
not the gift of God; should we not have it declared, that the correction 
ended the controversy? that the passage was too explicit to be mista- 


ken, and that nothing but the greatest prejudice could now maintain 


that faith was th ift of God? Well if this overthrow would result 
from the text being reversed, what overthrow results f text stand 
ing asit really does? Who does it not leave inexe guilty now? 
dmitting the text to read as every un prejudice man of common sense 
oped by the commissioned teachers-of the d p cour f the only true God 
That certain things, parts of this great process, may be well ut ee 
tain terms which we are wont to Use to repres st well i 
and accurately apprehended. T1 tert r F R 


pentance, Ref B iR : 
Ely S t Newn iL {p. 339.} Mr. ( : : ols J 
order kt w © seen : that Mr. ¢ . wing of the 


eration wi swords B f se, t fore, he } hat fanth 
and repentance, exist ’ renewing of the Ho- 
ly Spusrit;” and this vi ifs to sustai vt exe { ingenious 


sophistry; “It then the fa rift of G we may 
well say that faith : ‘ H God, through Jesus 
Christ our Lord (p. 341.)—No; it may not * uid’ that “‘faet and tes- 
timony” enly being given, “faith is the gift of Gad; { h fact and testi- 
mony are abundantly given where faith is not possessed.—But to place 
Mr. C’s sentiments b yond all doubt, let us hear him once more;—“All that 
is done in us before regeneration, God our Father effects the word, or the 
gospel as dictated and confirmed by his Hely Spirit. But 
begotten and born by the Spirit of God—after our new | 

is shed on us richly throuch Jesus Christ our S 


If it be still a subject of dispute what are Mr. ( — . 
let us | i lesson from the t Tt potnt, 
the ; to w s of 
i 4 hidden 
th } 
ofa responses to 
( even opposite in- 
I ate Be 
- - i we “ 
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empire,” he Pr le 
the prophe Jissolution ty 
result. So now sen F 


any do not und 


cessity of the ; 
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Would read it. and the only way in which the passage is sense at all, it 
dees decide the case that “faith,” not “facts,” not “testimony” only, 
but “faith, is the gift of God, and “not of ourselves.” The miserable 
necessities.of a party, however, have suggested the palming upon the 
public the equally ungrammatical and senseless construction, that 
the antecedent to the relative, “that not of yourselves, &c.” is pot “faith,” 
but “grace.” Why who ever dreamt that the grace of God was of our- 
selves? Where was the necessity of introducing any such caution? 
Where the propriety of asserting that the grace of God was the gift of 
God—in other words, that the gift of God was the giftof God? But let 
the Apostle speak for himself: He tells the Ephesians they are “saved 
by grace,” “through faith.” Now faith, under whatever imfluence per- 
Sormed, is clearly an act of the haman mind; from this circumstance 
the Apostle deemed it possible they might find, as hundreds now do, 
some source of spiritual pride: he therefore hastens to remind them 
that though faith was the act of their minds, yet in another and most im- 
portant sense, it was “not of themselves,” it was “the gift of God" —it was 
God that wrought in them. There is no fear in leaving this passage to 
the common sense of Christians and of mankind. The grammatical criti- 
cism, by which it is attempted to be perverted alike to error and to non- 
sense, is altogether superiicial and utterly untenable.* 

& The figuratice expressions of Scripture by which a change of 
heartva eet forth, equally support the truth maintained. The whole of 
our Lord’s discourse with Nicodemus, though figurative indeed in its 
language, is directly in support of the ricew which has been taken of 
this doctrine. —“Uniless 2 man be born of water and of the Spirit he 
cannot enter into the kingdom of God-” “of water, even of the Spirit;” 
the word eres, being an equally correct rendering of the Greek con- 
junction kai, relieves the passage of all difficulty. It is evident our 
Lord was speaking whoily of an infernal change, not at all of an ex 
fernal ordinance, for there is no allusion to baptiom whatever through 
the whole chapter, except the supposed allusion in the term “water.” 
manifestly the Agure, of which the phrase the Spervt, connected by the 


Since the above passage Was written, the author has referred to the admira- 
ble exposition of Doukir sic and the crvtscal observation attached by Dr. D. tothis 
Sm dK, ” fully conicms: —y of the tiew taken already, thet he cannet re- 

\neerting ut here. Seane explain the following clause and this not 
of yourseives,”) as if « were only @ repetition of what was sar before, that 
the constitution thet mode faith tne Way to salvehen was not of their own ap- 

‘ nt, bet of God's. But this is making the guilty of a fat tavio- 
Ts which there i= no ocession. Taking the as We explain it, that 
is, asserting the ageecy of ditiee grace in the production of faith, as well 
as in the cousistatwn the method of salvation by it, the thought rises with 
great As for the spostle's wing the word (lowée) to the neater gende-, 
to signify faith, the thing be had past before been speaking of, there are so ma- 
By Sumilar instances to be found in eeripture, that one Would wonder how it were 

for any jadicious critics to have relied so much on this as they do, in re- 

what seems beyood all comparnon the weightiest and most natural in- 

’ c % the original of the following texte Phil. & 23 —Eph 
vi. 18. —Gel. iii. 17 iv 9, and Ge the like construction of other Greek authors 
of undoubted credit, See Blanes, Obsere. vol). p. 128, and Raphacl. Annet. ex 
Beved. p 196. 


word even, is explanatory. Exactly the same idea is assigned in Titus 
iii. 5:—“The washing of regeneration, eren the renewing of the Holy 
Ghost.” Our limits will only admit of referring to some of the passages 
wherein the figurative expressions which attest the Holy Spirit:to be 
the agent in the change of heart wherever it occurs: John iii. 6—S:— 
“Born of the Spirit:” John i. 13:—“Born not of blood. . . . but of God:” 
— “Born of God:” 1 John iii. 9:—ii. 29:—iv. 7:—yv. 1. 4—18. 

6. Our belief in this doctrine, is sustained also by the united testimo- 
ny of all true Christians in all ages. It is at once highly consolatory 
and deeply painful to make this assertion; consolatory im its aspect on 
those who adhere to and defend this truth—painful indeed, with re- 
spect to our feelings towards those who venture toabandon it. Strange 
infatuation, that, professedly associated with a desire for the unity of the 
church, a sentiment more directly at variance with the doctrine and ex- 
perience of every existing section of it, than any sustained in modern 
times, (the denial of the atonement of Christ alone excepted,) should 
be introduced ameng its members. With the exception already alluded 
to, where is the Congregational or Presbyterian church, where the Me- 
thodist or Evangelical Episcopalian, where the Baptist, m any quarter of 
the globe, who would receive a person into communion on a profession 
of repentance and faith, asserted notto be produced by the influences ofthe 
Spirit? They all confess with united voice, that it is the blessed Spirit 
of God, who hath made them to differ from the impenitent by whom 
they are still surrounded: it is the hope that he began the work that 
sustains their faith that he will carry it on in their hearts; and withun. 
divided hallelujahs, they sing, “Him first, him midst, him last, and 
him in every thing.” 

7. Finally, I observe, this doctrine is sustained by the consideration 
that there is no other rational method of accounting for the existence of 
the fact of conversion to God—“ Who made thee to differ?” is the touch- 
stone of the case. It isa principle of nature from which the Deity does 
not depart in his moral government of mankind, that “like causes, ope- 
rating on like subjects produce like effects.” If men are alike es- 
sentially depraved, and if the divine testimony be communicated equal- 

ly to them, and that is the sole agent by which conversion were ef- 
fected, conversion would follow either in all cases or none; but this is 
not the fact:—on the contrary In circumstances apparently the most 
similar, some repent and believe, while others take occasion only to har- 
den their minds insin. There is a difference either in the subject ope - 
rated upon, or in the causes operating, because there isa difference 
in the result; either God acts uniformly on objects essentially differing 
from each other; or otherwise on objects essentially of the same nature 
God himself acts differently. The question is not now by what method 
the eternally momentous difference is effected, but by whom? The ques- 
tion in its operation is analogous to that put by our Lord tothe Pharisees, — 
respecting the preaching of John; “Was it from heaven or of men?” 
They could not, or would not tell. If men are totally, and therefore 
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